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Se Le ae a hci, 
Piled MMEORANDUM #43936 - While no question was raised on this 
subject either before, during, or after the trial, it has occured 
to the Court that there may be a question asa to the’ propriety 

of the vere for Coumt One of tie indictment. This question 

does not appear to effect Deft. Harry Hairston, who was 

acquitted on that count. It may affect David Hairson. In iy 

event, Counsel for David Hairston and the Government are 

directed to serve and file a memorandum addressed to this ques, 

on or before March 29, 1976. Counsel for Harry Hairston may als 
file a memorandum i he is of the view that this may effect 

his client. It Is So Ordered....FRANKEL, J.-(m/n) 


Filed Defts Appsaraace Bond in the sum of $25,000. secured by 
$5,000. Cash, $4,090. deposited on 02-2),-76, Receipt #66239, an 
$1,000. duposited on 03-01-76, Receipt #66506, acknowledged by 
the Clerk, dated )3-01-76,. rs 

Piled Deft's request to charge. 

Piled Gov't request to charge. 


Piled Gov't Memorandum of Law with respect to the venue for Ct. 
One on the Indictment. 

Piled affdvt of Thomas E. Engel, AUSA, in regards to info 
releting to this case and thereBy obviate the need for a 

Billi of Particulars. 

Piled Judgment & Commitment Orders The Deft is hereby comnitted 
to the custody of the Atty General for imprisonment for a perio 
of THIRTY (30) MONTHS on each of COUNTS 1 and 2 to run con- 
concurrently with each other. Pursuant to the provisions of 
Section 841 of Title 21, U.S. Code, Deft is placed on SPECTAL 
| PAROLE for a period of THREE (3) YEARS on each of COUNTS 1 and 

2 to mm concurrently with each other and to comme ce upon 
expiration of confinement. Deft. continued on pres ont bail 
pending appeal....FRANKEL,J. 

Filed Dert's P.R.B. Pending Appeal in the sum of $25,000. , 
secured by $5,000. Cash dated 1.-9-76 acknowledged by the Clerk,|- 
Piled Deft's Notice of Appeal to the U.S.C.A. for the 2nd Cireli 
frox the Judgment entered on l-6-76. (m/copies) 


Filed Harston's Memo. of Law in support of motion to aceuit on 
of indictment. 
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AFFIDAVIT OF PERSONAL SERVIC: 


STATE OF NEW ORK, 
COUNTY OF RICHMOND  4s.: 


EDWARD BAILEY being duly sworn, deposes and says, tat 
deponent is not a party to the action, is over 18 years of age 
and resides at 286 Richmond Avenue, Staten Island, N.Y 
10302. That on the 16 day of June , 1972 at 
No, |+ St Andrews PI., NYC deponent served 
the within Appendix 

upon U.S. Atty., So. Dist. of. NY x! 
the Apoellee herein, by delivering @ true 
copy thereol to fh im personally. Deponent & 1ew the person s© 
served to be the person mentioned ana descrived in said papers 


as ine Appellee therein, 


Sworn to beiore me, 


this | 6das of June 


‘ 


Edward Baucy 


WILLIAM BAILLY 
Notary Public, State of New York 


No. 43-0132945 
Qualified in Richmona County 


Commission FE. oires March 30, hakk 1977 


